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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's arguments, filed 01/16/2007, with respect to claims have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Claims 1-39 are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-9, 15, 16-21 and 26-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Seydoux et al. (U.S. 62632 16). 

Regarding claim 1, Seydoux et al. disclose a method, comprising: 

providing a docking apparatus 30 coupled to interface with a vehicle (fig. 1, col. 3, line 
58 to col. 12, line 47); 

communicatively coupling a remote communications device 10 to the docking apparatus 
30, wherein the remote communications device is non-enabled with a telematics functionality 
module 40 (fig. 1, col. 3, line 58 to col. 12, line 47); and 

the docking apparatus 30 and the remote communications device 10 enabling the remote 
communications device 30 with the telematics functionality module 40 (fig. 1, col. 3, line 58 to 
col. 12, line 47). 
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Regarding claim 2, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 1 . Further, Seydoux 
et al. disclose the method wherein the telematics functionality module comprises at least one of a 
vehicle specific application, a personal telematics application, a routing guidance application, a 
security application, a hands-free application, a noise cancellation application, an air bag system, 
and an emergency notification application (fig. 1, col. 3, line 58 to col. 12, line 47). 

Regarding claim 3, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 1. Further, Seydoux 
et al. disclose the method wherein the docking apparatus is a car kit 30 (fig. 1, col. 3, line 58 to 
col. 12, line 47). 

Regarding claim 4, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 1. Further, Seydoux 
et al. disclose the method wherein communicatively coupling comprises communicatively 
coupling using at least one of a wireless link and a wireline link (fig. 1, col. 3, line 58 to col. 12, 
line 47). 

Regarding claim 5, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 1. Further, Seydoux 
et al. disclose the method further comprising: the remote communications device detecting the 
docking apparatus (fig. 1, col. 3, line 58 to col. 12, line 47); and the docking apparatus and the 
remote communications device exchanging capability data (fig. 1, col. 3, line 58 to col. 12, line 
47). 

Regarding claim 6, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 5. Further, Seydoux 
et al. disclose the method wherein the capability data comprises at least one of a software 
configuration, a hardware configuration, identification data and security data (fig. 1, col. 3, line 
58 to col. 12, line 47). 
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Regarding claim 7, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 1. Further, Seydoux 
et al. disclose the method further comprising: the docking apparatus detecting the remote 
communications device (fig. 1, col. 3, line 58 to col. 12, line 47); and the docking apparatus and 
the remote communications device exchanging capability data (fig. 1, col. 3, line 58 to col. 12, 
line 47). 

Regarding claim 8, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 1 . Further, Seydoux 
et al. disclose the method wherein the capability data comprises at least one of a software 
configuration, a hardware configuration, identification data and security data (fig. 1, col. 3, line 
58 to col. 12, line 47). 

Regarding claim 9, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 1 . Further, Seydoux 
et al. disclose the method wherein enabling the remote communications device with the 
telematics functionality module comprises rewriting at least a portion of a memory of the remote 
communications device to include the telematics functionality module (fig. 1, col. 3, line 58 to 
col. 12, line 47). 

Regarding claim 15, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 1 . 
Regarding claim 16, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 4. 
Regarding claim 17, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 5. 
Regarding claim 1 8, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 6. 
Regarding claim 19, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 7. 
Regarding claim 20, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 8. 
Regarding claim 21, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 9. 
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Regarding claim 26, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 1 . 
Regarding claim 27, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 2. 
Regarding claim 28, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 3. 
Regarding claim 29, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 4. 
Regarding claim 30, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 5. 
Regarding claim 31, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 6. 
Regarding claim 32, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 7. 
Regarding claim 33, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 8. 
Regarding claim 34, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 9. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 10-14, 22-25 and 35-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Seydoux et al. (U.S. 6263216) in view of Macfarlane (Pub. No: 20030231550). 

Regarding claim 10, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 1. However, 
Seydoux et al. do not disclose the method wherein enabling the remote communications device 
with the telematics functionality module comprises downloading the telematics functionality 
module. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Macfarlane discloses the method wherein enabling the 
remote communications device with the telematics functionality module comprises downloading 
the telematics functionality module ([0041] to [0048] and [0057]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the personal mobile phone of Seydoux et al. by specifically 
including disclose the method wherein enabling the remote communications device with the 
telematics functionality module comprises downloading the telematics functionality module, as 
taught by Macfarlane, the motivation being in order provide wireless communication capability 
between mobile device and mobile vehicle. 

Regarding claim 11, the combination of Seydoux et al. and Macfarlane disclose all the 
limitations in claim 10. Further, Macfarlane discloses the method further comprising the 
docking apparatus associating a vehicle identification number to the remote communications 
device that has downloaded the telematics functionality module ([0041] to [0048] and [0057]). 

Regarding claim 12, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 1. However, 
Seydoux et al. do not disclose the method wherein enabling the remote communications device 
with the telematics functionality module comprises enabling the telematics functionality module 
in the remote communications device. 

In the same field of endeavor, Macfarlane discloses the method wherein enabling the 
remote communications device with the telematics functionality module comprises enabling the 
telematics functionality module in the remote communications device ([0041] to [0048] and 
[0057]). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the personal mobile phone of Seydoux et al. by specifically 
including the method wherein enabling the remote communications device with the telematics 
functionality module comprises enabling the telematics functionality module in the remote 
communications device, as taught by Macfarlane, the motivation being in order provide wireless 
communication capability between mobile device and mobile vehicle. 

Regarding claim 13, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 1. However, 
Seydoux et al. do not disclose the method wherein enabling the remote communications device 
with the telematics functionality module comprises downloading the telematics functionality 
module into a memory of the remote communications device while the remote communications 
device is communicatively coupled to the docking apparatus, and wherein erasing the telematics 
functionality module from the memory when the remote communications device ceases being 
communicatively coupled to the docking apparatus. 

In the same field of endeavor, Macfarlane discloses the method wherein enabling the 
remote communications device with the telematics functionality module comprises downloading 
the telematics functionality module into a memory of the remote communications device while 
the remote communications device is communicatively coupled to the docking apparatus, and 
wherein erasing the telematics functionality module from the memory when the remote 
communications device ceases being communicatively coupled to the docking apparatus ([0041] 
to [0048] and [0057]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the personal mobile phone of Seydoux et al. by specifically 
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including the method wherein enabling the remote communications device with the telematics 
functionality module comprises downloading the telematics functionality module into a memory 
of the remote communications device while the remote communications device is 
communicatively coupled to the docking apparatus, and wherein erasing the telematics 
functionality module from the memory when the remote communications device ceases being 
communicatively coupled to the docking apparatus, as taught by Macfarlane, the motivation 
being in order provide wireless communication capability between mobile device and mobile 
vehicle. 

Regarding claim 14, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 1. Further, 
Seydoux et al. disclose the method further comprising: the docking apparatus querying the 
remote communication device for the presence of the telematics functionality module (fig. 1, col. 
3, line 58 to col. 12, line 47). However, Seydoux et al. do not disclose the docking apparatus 
supplying the remote communications device with a download location to obtain the telematics 
functionality module; and downloading the telematics functionality module. 

In the same field of endeavor, Macfarlane discloses the docking apparatus supplying the 
remote communications device with a download location to obtain the telematics functionality 
module; and downloading the telematics functionality module ([0041] to [0048] and [0057]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the personal mobile phone of Seydoux et al. by specifically 
including the docking apparatus supplying the remote communications device with a download 
location to obtain the telematics functionality module; and downloading the telematics 
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functionality module, as taught by Macfarlane, the motivation being in order provide wireless 
communication capability between mobile device and mobile vehicle. 

Regarding claim 22, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 15. However, 
Seydoux et al. do not disclose wherein transforming comprises downloading a telematics 
functionality module. 

In the same field of endeavor, Macfarlane discloses wherein transforming comprises 
downloading a telematics functionality module ([0041] to [0048] and [0057]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the personal mobile phone of Seydoux et al. by specifically 
including wherein transforming comprises downloading a telematics functionality module, as 
taught by Macfarlane, the motivation being in order provide wireless communication capability 
between mobile device and mobile vehicle. 

Regarding claim 23, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 15. However, 
Seydoux et al. do not disclose wherein transforming comprises enabling a telematics 
functionality module in the non-telematics enabled remote communications device. 

In the same field of endeavor, Macfarlane discloses wherein transforming comprises 
enabling a telematics functionality module in the non-telematics enabled remote communications 
device ([0041] to [0048] and [0057]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the personal mobile phone of Seydoux et al. by specifically 
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including wherein transforming comprises enabling a telematics functionality module in the non- 
telematics, enabled remote communications device, as taught by Macfarlane, the motivation 
being in order provide wireless communication capability between mobile device and mobile 
vehicle. 

Regarding claim 24, Seydoux et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 15. However, 
Seydoux et al. do not disclose wherein transforming comprises downloading a telematics 
functionality module into a memory of the non-telematics enabled remote communications 
device only while the non-telematics enabled remote communications device is communicatively 
coupled to the docking apparatus. 

In the same field of endeavor,. Macfarlane discloses wherein transforming comprises 
downloading a telematics functionality module into a memory of the non-telematics enabled 
remote communications device only while the non-telematics enabled remote communications 
device is communicatively coupled to the docking apparatus ([0041] to [0048] and [0057]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the personal mobile phone of Seydoux et al. by specifically 
including wherein transforming comprises downloading a telematics functionality module into a 
memory of the non-telematics enabled remote communications device only while the non- 
telematics enabled remote communications device is communicatively coupled to the docking 
apparatus, as taught by Macfarlane, the motivation being in order provide wireless 
communication capability between mobile device and mobile vehicle. 

Regarding claim 25, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 14. 
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Regarding claim 35, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 10. 
Regarding claim 36, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 1 1 . 
Regarding claim 37, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 12. 
Regarding claim 38, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 13. 
Regarding claim 39, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 14. 

Conclusion 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dai A Phuong whose telephone number is 571-272-7896. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, 9:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nguyen M Due can be reached on 571-272-7503. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-7503. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Dai Phuong 
AU: 2617 
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